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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 9-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wu et al. 
US2002/0042884 hereinafter referred to as Wu and view of Davis et al. USPN 6965682 
hereinafter referred to as Davis. 

3. As per Claim 1, Wu teaches a data processing method of an image processing system in 
which a server apparatus and a data processing apparatus communicate with each 

other to perform a predetermined data process, (Wu, Figure 1, Component 101, 102) comprising: 

a storing step of storing an electronic data in the data processing apparatus; (Wu, Figure 
1, Component [0014] and Figure 22, "sender" ) 

a first transmission step of transmitting original specifying information including the 
feature information extracted in said first extraction step and a user ID for discriminating a print 
requester of the electronic data ( Wu, Paragraph [0026], [0036], and [0033], User ID can be 
considered as seal of the user) 

a control step of controlling generation of print data to be output to the printer apparatus, 
on the basis of original certification information notified by the server apparatus and the 
electronic 

data stored in the data processing apparatus; (Wu, Paragraph [0036] and [0126]) 
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and a print step of causing the printer apparatus to print the print data generated in said 
control step and information indicating that the print data corresponds to an original. (Wu, 
Paragraph [0040]) 

Wu does not teach a first extraction step of extracting a feature information of the 
electronic data to be output to a printer apparatus stored in the data processing 
apparatus; but not transmitting the electronic data stored in the data processing apparatus, to the 
server apparatus; 

Davis teaches a first extraction step of extracting feature information of the electronic 
data to be output to a printer apparatus stored in the data processing 
apparatus; (Davis, Column 2, Lines 60-65, extracts watermark from image) 

but not transmitting the electronic data stored in the data processing apparatus, to the 
server apparatus; ( Davis, Column 2, Lines 60-65 and Column 3, Lines 4-10) 

Thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to implement the teachings of Davis into Wu. Wu teaches sending the entire 
document with the watermark on it to the server for verification. It would be far more efficient to 
just send the watermark only since the server is not verifying the document but the watermark. 
As Davis teaches the beneficial use of only sending the watermark would reduce use of valuable 
bandwidth. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill to combine the two 
references to obtain the invention in Claim 1 . 

4. As per Claim 9, Wu in view of Davis teaches a data processing method according 
to Claim 1, wherein said control step adds the feature information to the print data as a digital 
watermark. (Wu, Paragraph [0039] and [0041], server's data is digital) 

Analysis is analogous to that made in Claim 1 . 
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5. As per Claim 10, Wu in view of Davis teaches a data processing method according to 
Claim 1, wherein said control step adds area information, for inputting signature information, 
to the print data. (Wu, Paragraph [0036]) 

Analysis is analogous to that made in Claim 1 . 



6. As per Claim 11, Wu in view of Davis teaches a data processing method according to 
Claim 10, further comprising a step of extracting a signature image drawn in the area 
information added in said control step, and transmitting the extracted signature image to the 
server apparatus. (Davis, Column 2, Lines 60-65 and Column 3, Lines 4-10) 

Analysis is analogous to that made in Claim 10. 



7. As per claim 12, Wu in view of Davis teaches a data processing method according to 
Claim 1 , further comprising a step of, when reprinting is requested by the data processing 
apparatus, (Wu, Paragraph[0054], reprinting is simply printing another copy; there are limited 
number of copies that can be printed) notifying the data processing apparatus of 
administration information to be added to the electronic data, by referring the original specifying 
information transmitted from the data processing apparatus and the original specifying 
information registered in the storage unit. (Wu, Paragraph [0045] -[0046], notifying the server 
that the watermark is to be added to the printed document, administrative information can be the 
watermark) 

Analysis is analogous to that made in Claim 1 . 
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8. As per claim 13, Wu in view of Davis teaches a data processing method according to 
Claim 12, further comprising a confirmation step of, when the reprinting is requested by the data 
processing apparatus, confirming determination as to whether or not to perform the printing by 
referring restriction information. (Wu, Paragraph[0054] - [0057], the license key used to enable 
the printing expires therefore is considered the restriction that the key must be active.) 

Analysis is analogous to that made in Claim 12. 

9. As per Claim 14, Wu in view of Davis teaches a data processing method according to 
Claim 13, wherein the restriction information indicates the maximum number of printing 

of the electronic data or an upper limit value of the number of printing of the electronic data. 
(Wu, Paragraph[0054], the license key used to enable the printing limits the number of copies 
that can be made) 

Analysis is analogous to that made in Claim 13. 

10. As per Claim 15, Wu in view of Davis teaches a data processing method according to 
Claim 13, wherein the restriction information is original specifying information for specifying a 
user other than registered users who can print the electronic data. (Wu, Paragraph[0054] - 
[0057], the license key is sent to a recipient and does not need to be registered as long as the user 
has certain information to access server) 

Analysis is analogous to that made in Claim 13. 

11. As per Claim 16, Wu in view of Davis teaches a data processing method 
according to Claim 13, wherein the restriction information indicates a date or a time when the 



Application/Control Number: 10/544,1 1 1 
Art Unit: 2625 



Page 6 



electronic data can be printed. (Wu, Paragraph [0057], the license key has an expiration date 
therefore there is a time frame when the data can be printed) 

Analysis is analogous to that made in Claim 13. 

12. Claims 2-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wu et al. 
US2002/0042884 hereinafter referred to as Wu and view of Davis et al. USPN 6965682 
hereinafter referred to as Davis as applied to Claim 1 and further in view of Matsumoto et al. 
JP2001-167086 hereinafter referred to as Matsumoto provided in the Applicant's IDS. 

13. As per Claim 2, Wu in view of Davis teaches a data processing method according 
to Claim 1, further comprising: 

a second extraction step of extracting additional information included in an original 
certification print image to be output to the printer apparatus based on the print data generated in 
said control step; (Wu, Paragraph [0026] - [0034]; there is multiple information that can be 
extracted from the data) 

a second transmission step of transmitting to the server apparatus update information 
including the additional information extracted in said second extraction step, a new feature 
information extracted from new electronic data in said first extraction step, the feature 
information and the user ID; (Wu, Paragraph [0026], the server uses a third party for document 
verification. Therefore document must be sent or transmitted to user) 

an administration step of receiving the original specifying information transmitted from 
the data processing apparatus, registering the received information in a storage unit, and 
administrating the registered information; (Wu, Paragraph [0113] and [0117], sends information 
such as serial number and time to the server and is stored) 
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and a notification step of, when original certification printing is requested by the data 
processing apparatus, (Wu, Paragraph [0127]) 

notifying the data processing apparatus of the original certification information to be 
added to the electronic data, by referring the original specifying information transmitted from the 
data processing apparatus and the original specifying information registered in the storage unit. 
(Wu, Paragraph [0045] -[0046], notifying the server that the watermark is to be added to the 
printed document) 

Wu in view of Davis does not teach an update step of updating the content of the 
original specifying information, by verifying the update information transmitted from the data 
processing apparatus and the original specifying information; However Matsumoto teaches it. 
(Matsumoto, Paragraph [0015]) 

Thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to implement the teachings of Matsumoto into Wu in view of Davis. Wu in 
view of Davis teaches transferring the watermark information and some administrative data to 
the server to be stored and compared to an existing entry located in the server's memory. This is 
done for verification purposes and also to speed up the verification process. By updating the 
information in the server will allow future verification purposes to be executed efficiently as 
proposed by Davis. Also it will improve the execution of the system by recording additional 
specifying information to the server. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill to combine the three 
references to obtain the invention in Claim 2. 

14. As per Claim 3, Wu in view of Davis and Matsumoto teaches a data processing method 
according to Claim 2, wherein said administration step performs file administration of the 
original specifying information and administration information of the original specifying 
information. (Wu, Paragraph [0043] and [0044], file administration is considered leaving a 
record at the server) 



Application/Control Number: 10/544,1 1 1 
Art Unit: 2625 



Page 8 



Analysis is analogous to that made in Claim 2. 

15. As per Claim 4, Wu in view of Davis and Matsumoto teaches a data processing method 
according to Claim 2, wherein said update step updates administration information stored in the 
storage unit. (Matsumoto, Paragraph [0015]) 

Analysis is analogous to that made in Claim 2. 

16. As per Claim 5, Wu in view of Davis and Matsumoto teaches a data processing method 
according to Claim 4, wherein the administration information includes a registration number, a 
registration date, version information, an update history and a confirmation history for 
administrating the original specifying information. (Wu, Paragraph [0043] and [0044], [0113], 
and [0117], file administration is considered leaving a record at the server with information also 
known as audit trail.) 

Analysis is analogous to that made in Claim 4. 

17. As per Claim 6, Wu in view of Davis and Matsumoto teaches a data processing method 
according to Claim 2, wherein said update step updates any one of a, a feature 
information(Matsumoto, Paragraph [0015]), version information, registered registration date, and 
an update history included in the information stored in the storage unit. (Wu, Paragraph [0043] 
and [0044], [01 13], and [01 17) 

Analysis is analogous to that made in Claim 2. 

18. As per Claim 7, Wu in view of Davis and Matsumoto teaches a data processing method 
according to Claim 2, further comprising: 
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a confirmation step of, when original confirmation is requested by the data processing 
apparatus, confirming originality of the original specifying information by referring the original 
specifying information transmitted from the data processing apparatus and the original 
specifying information registered in the storage unit; (Wu, Paragraph [0045]-[0046], notifying 
the server that the watermark is to be added to the printed document, administrative information 
can be the watermark) and a confirmation notification step of notifying the data processing 
apparatus of a confirmation result in said confirmation step. (Wu, Paragraph [0026]) 

Analysis is analogous to that made in Claim 2. 

19. As per claim 8, Wu in view of Davis and Matsumoto teaches a data processing method 
according Claim 2, wherein the storage unit stores, as administration information, information 
specifying a date when the feature information is recorded. (Wu, Paragraph [0056]) 

Analysis is analogous to that made in Claim 2. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MING HON whose telephone number is (571)270-5245. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon- Fri 7:30 to 5:00 EST; 1st Friday Off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mark K. Zimmerman can be reached on (571)272-7653. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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